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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,4 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hong et al. (5,737,030). 

As to claim 1, Hong teaches A system (Fig.4) for providing an electronic program 
guide supplied through a digital broadcasting system, comprising: 

a service information receiver unit (42, 41) receiving service information 
transmitted from the digital broadcasting system and extracting the EPG information 
from the service information, and storing the EPG information; 

an EPG processor synthesizing the EPG information stored in the service 
information receiver unit into speech EPG information (52); 

and a speech output unit (SP) producing the speech EPG information as speech 
(abstract; Col.2, lines 65-Col.3, line 15; Col.7, lines 1-15). 

As to claim 4, Hong teaches a user interface through which a user's request is 
input, and the EPG processor analyzes the request, extracts the information matched 
with the request by the user from among the EPG information stored in the memory 
unit, and converts the extracted EPG information into speech EPG information (Figs.5- 
6, Fig. 1,40). 
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As to claim 7, Hong teaclies wlierein the EPG processor classifies the ERG 
information into two portions (51 , 52) and where they are multiplexed and outputted to 
the speaker. 

As to claim 8, Hong teaches where the receiver unit includes: a tuner receiving a 
digital broadcasting signal transmitted from the digital broadcasting system; a 
demultiplexer separating video, audio, data stream, and service information contained in 
the stream information from each other; an EPG generator generating EPG information 
from the separated service information; an (inherent) demodulator for demodulating the 
digital broadcasting signal and a storage unit storing the EPG information (Fig.4). 

As to claim 9, Hong teaches the system further comprising a graphic output unit 
displaying the EPG information processed by the EPG processor (Figs.5-6). 

As to claim 10, Hong teaches wherein the EPG information may be produced as 
speech simultaneously while being displayed (Col.3, lines 1-15; Figs.5-6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 



Hong et al. as applied above, and further in view of Kato et al. (2002/0120451). 
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As to claims 2-3, Hong doesn't explicitly teach where the EPG information is 
converted into proper sentence format. Kato teaches a system for providing information 
by speech for multiple applications where a received text is converted into characters 
and wherein the characters are processed to form a proper sentence and outputted as 
speech information (abstract; Par.0008, 0019). The claimed invention including this 
feature would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of Hong and Kato 
teachings for the purpose of presenting voice based program guide information in a 
proper and complete sentence format. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hong 
et al. as applied above, and further in view of Junqua et al. (6,314,398). 

As to claim 6, Hong doesn't explicitly teach using speech recognition for 
controlling the EPG system. Junqua teaches an interactive EPG system where the 
system comprises an EPG processor to process the EPG information for producing 
characters and knowledge base from the EPG for recognizing speech command and for 
use by speech recognition system (Claim 18). The use of speech recognition would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention in order to 
provide the user hands free navigation of the EPG information. 

Claims 5, 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hong et al. 

With respect to claims 5 and 1 1 , the steps of synthesizing the EPG information to 
speech and presenting vocaly upon the user request has been addressed by Kato as 
shown above for claim 1 . 
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Official Notice is taken that presenting tailored electronic program guide is 
common and well known in the art and would be obvious in Hong teaching in order to 
provide the viewer with personalized program information that he/she is interested in 
upon the viewer request of the EPG. 

See Houser (5,774,859) and Nickum (2004/0078820) for systems that produce 
and present user tailored EPG data. 

As to claim 14, Hong teaches wherein the EPG processor classifies the EPG 
information into two portions (51 , 52) and where they are multiplexed and outputted to 
the speaker. 

Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hong et al. as applied above, and further in view of Kato et al. 
(2002/0120451). 

As to claims 12-13, Hong doesn't explicitly teach where the EPG information is 
converted into proper sentence format. Kato teaches a system for providing information 
by speech for multiple applications where a received text is converted into characters 
and wherein the characters are processed to form a proper sentence and outputted as 
speech information (abstract; Par.0008, 0019). The motivation for including this feature 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art as argued for claims 2 and 3 above. 
Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Naimpally et al. (20030105639) ; 
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Chang (2004/0168187) 

Hong et al. (0024868) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel D. Abebe whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7615. The examiner can normally be reached on monday-friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-dlrect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Daniel D Abebe/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
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